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Abstract

Research was prompted to find data that measured the effectiveness of juvenile
firesetter programs that was comparable to nationd dtatistics. The purpose was to implement a
means for using data with an evauation system to determine measurable results and long-term
effectiveness regarding recidiviam. Thiswould provide justification for on-going continuance of
the program and funding.

Action research was used to answer three questions:

1 After ajuvenile completes an intervention program, what follow-up is conducted

to audit for any reoccurrence of fireplay or firesetting?

2. How long after completion of an intervention program is follow-up conducted and
how many follow-ups are done and for how of a period (i.e., months, years) does it continue?
3. What information is compiled to monitor and evauate the program? Are there any
national modes for monitoring a program?

The procedure to determine the results involved searching for information that
referenced setting up a Juvenile Firesetter Program (JFP) or summarized existing programs. Due
to limited literature available, a survey was sent to organizations and fire departments that had a
JFP. In order to locate programs, the Internet was used as well as JFP sreferenced in

literature.



The results of the literature search established that there was anationa mode! for
frequency and length of time to follow-up with juveniles to audit for recidiviam.
Additiondly, a nationa modd was found on data collection that could be used for evaluation
purposes related to recidiviam. The nationd modes were compared to survey results.
Recommendations included revising existing data collection and increasing follow-ups to
pattern the national modd. To compare results of the JFP to local, county, and state statistics,
the recommendation was to support the State Fire Marshd to implement a statewide codition.

Comparing the JFP results nationdly could be accomplished by networking methods.
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Introduction

“A juvenile firesetter program should be working toward a pecific outcome, through awell
understood process. Without this, we will wander amlessy about never knowing if we have arrived at
our destination” (Porth, October, 1992, p. 12).

In 1997, the Fire Chief of the Maple Grove Fire Department asked if areport on the recidivism
rate of the juveniles that had successfully completed our intervention program could be provided. If so,
for what period of time was the recidivism rates based on? He also asked if the data the program
tracked could be compared to national statistics.

A management information system (M1S) was in place that tracked case characteristics of the
firesetter and the firesetting incident, the services that were provided, and date of occurrences. Other
than the MIS at that time, the only follow-up that was conducted was a questionnaire that was mailed to
the juvenile s parent’s Sx months after completion of the program. Other than repest fire incidents that
the fire department responded to, there was no other real documentation to back up the success of the
program.

The significant purpose of this research is to provide support and nationa based modding for
the Maple Grove Fire Intervention Commisson. There is aneed to implement a means for summarizing
and andyzing data that is comparable to nationd datistics. This information, coupled with an evauation
system to determine measurable results and the long-term effectiveness of the program in regards to
recidivism, would provide judtification for on-going continuance of the program and funding.

This should be a concern for those in government service to continue to grow and survivein
today's competitive economy. “In today’s demanding fiscal climate, dl programs are under intensive
scrutiny to prove their worth. Gone are the days when we can say to the adminigtration, ‘just trust me'”

(Porth, 1992, p. 13). This research may aso be significant to other local and county fire departments



that want to improve the evauation and professond image of their fire intervention programs.
Action research was conducted to answer three questions.

1 After ajuvenile completes an intervention program, what follow-up is conducted to audit for any
reoccurrence of fireplay or firesetting?

2. How long after completion of an intervention program is follow-up conducted and how many
follow-ups are done and for how long of a period (i.e.,, months, years) doesit continue?

3. What information is compiled to monitor and evauate the program? Are there any nationa

modes for monitoring a program?

Background and Significance

“Early inthe 1980's, FBI statistics on the percentages of incendiary fires sarted by children
brought the problem of juvenile firesetting to the forefront” (Record, 1989, p. 10). On October 4, 1997
the FBI Nationa Press Office in Washington, DC released the Uniform Crime Report, 1996 Crime
Statigtics.

A tota of 88,887 arson offenses was reported in 1996....0f the arson cleared by law

enforcement during 1996, 45 percent involved only people under the age of 18, ahigher

percentage of juvenile involvement than for any other Index crime. (FBI, 1997, p. 4)

Programs that dedl with juvenile firesetters have been around for many years. These programs
varied in the information that was kept, and how this information was used.

Recognizing the need for increased knowledge about how to reduce the problem of
juvenile firesetting, the Office of Juvenile Judtice and Ddlinquency Prevention (OJIDP) and the

U.S. Fire Administration (USFA) funded an initiative from 1987 through 1993 known as the

Nationd Juvenile Firesetter/Arson Control and Prevention (NJFACP) Program. Through a
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nationwide assessment of juvenile firesetter programs, the NJF/ACP defined seven components

common to effective juvenile firesetter programs. Of these, “amonitoring component to track
the program’ sidentification and trestment of juvenile firesetters was identified”. (Garry, 1997,
p. 3)

While many juvenile firesetter programs have developed some internal system to
monitor their casdoads, others smply maintain individual case files with no systematic way to
track cases, determine fina dispositions, report to funding agencies, etc. Very few have systems
capable of being used for evaduation purposes. (FEMA/USFA, FA-147, 1994, p. 108)

Programs for juvenile firesetters usualy begin in acommunity out of need and grow with that

need. Thefird priority isto help the child and then as the program grows, usudly out of necessty, the

effectiveness of the program becomes aredlity. In the NJF/ACP Assessment Report, Executive

Summary (Sept 1989), program effectiveness was assessed of juvenile firesetter programs across the

nation. The executive summary reports that,

Mogt of the programs are essentidly “home grown”, developed in tria-and-error fashion by
one or two people committed to solving the problem of juvenile firesetting in their communities.
In some instances, the results have been very impressive, in other cases, less s0. (Cook,
Hersch, Gaynor, Roehl, 1989, p. 13)

Many programs boast how their programs have low recidivism rates, but they do not follow-up

on juveniles Infact, many rdy solely on whether ajuvenile sarts afire that will require the services of

the fire department or if they are caught; therefore are then referred back to the program. “Most

programs report recidivism rates, and they are invariably quite low, rardly exceeding 7%. The rates are

subject to question, because so few programs maintain accurate follow-up statistics’ (Cook, et d.,

1989, p. 13).
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The NJF/ACP, Fire Service Guide to a Juvenile Firesetter Early Intervention Program (1994),

dates, “ Smple monitoring systems are recommended for dl juvenile firesetting programs regardless of
gze...” (p. 40). Thisguide explains that,

Monitoring systems serve different purposes, depending on the information they contain and the

uses to which they are put. At the most dementa level, amanagement information system

(MI19) is needed for case tracking, casdload andysi's, and reporting of program results....

Extending the MIS to include recidivism and other follow-up data provides the basic building

blocks for an evduation system. (FEMA/USFA, FA-146, 1994, p. 40)

Programs across the U.S. continue to strive for effectiveness and judtification for juvenile
firesetter programs. Don Porth, Juvenile Firesetter Program Manager of the Portland (OR) Fire Bureau,
quoted Mark Twainin a 1992 article, Mapping Out A Successful Juvenile Firesetter Program.
“Supposing is good, finding out is better” (Porth, 1992, p. 14). Porth goes on to say,

Having a program and regping the rewards that a program has to offer can provide us with the

falowing:

1 Judtification for program existence

2. Jugdtification for program expansgon

3. The ability to evaluate and judge program effectiveness

4, Collection of useful information that can help us dl better understand
the juvenile firesetter problem. (Porth, 1992, p. 14)

Thisresearch is rdlevant to the Executive Development Course because it relates directly to
severd units studied during the course including Organizationa Change and Development and Service

Quadlity. The results of this research will actively gpply the course concepts in the red world.



Literature Review

The literature review encompassed reviewing manuals, handbooks, journd articles, aswell asa
survey of fire intervention programs from the United States and Canada. The literature review began by
examining The Preadolescent Firesetter Handbook, Ages: 7-13, FEMA/USFA, FA 82/December
1988. It is one of a three-volume sequence on juvenile firesetting intervention developed for assting the
fire service and other agencies. Although these handbooks were first available in 1988, they are dill in
use today and are currently available upon request from the FEMA-USFA, FEMA Publications
Catalog, FEMA-20/duly 1997. Appendix 2 of this handbook has one page of information on program
monitoring and evauation. The leading paragraph sates, “There are methods of determining the
effectiveness of your program. Monitoring (or documentation) lets you know whether you followed or
are following your program plan. Evauation measures whether what you did had an effect on the
problem” (FA 82, 1988, p. 117).

Examples are given of less forma methods that fire departments can use to determine
effectiveness of a program. One of the examplesis to document the number of juvenile recidivists
(repeaters) but does not indicate clearly how to go about this. The other two volumes do not have any
information relating to follow-up or monitoring the status of ajuvenilein relation to recidivism or
elements of what a monitoring system should include.

In an attempt to find data that had information specificaly targeting recidivism and nationdly
modeled information systems, the next step of the literature review was to review the NJF/ACP,
Assessment Report, Executive Summary. “The report summarizes the results of Stage | of afour stage
program, the assessment of the incidence and dynamics of juvenile firesetting and juvenile firesetter
programs’ (Cook, et d., 1989, Preface).

In order to develop a prototype, a national search was conducted to locate existing programs.
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Then 70 programs were sent atwo-stage mail survey. To fully examine the programs, two-day Ste vists

conducted by the Indtitute for Socid Analysis (I1SA) were made to 13 of the programs (Cook, et dl.,
1989).

Monitoring systems is one of seven dements identified to form a prototype program manud to
be developed in Stage 1. The building blocks to develop the monitoring sysems dement include:
“Building and maintaining systems for tracking the digposition of cases, recidivism rates, and rates of
juvenilefiresetting” (Cook, et al., 1989, p. 11).

In October of 1993, an inaugura meeting took place conssting of a 25-member Nationd Fire
Protection Association Task Force. The mission of this task force was to define the needs in the area of
juvenile firesetting. The group defined specific, prioritized Srategies for reducing the problem of juvenile
firesetting. The group came up with areas that posed the greatest barriers that communities faced on a
locd levd. One of these mega-themes (asit was titled by the task force), was the need to use data more
effectively. (Report of the NFPA Task Force on Jwenile Firesetting, Inaugura Meeting, 1993, pp. 2-4)

Specific recommended actions included:

Deveop common sense guideines for the fire service and the menta hedlth and
education communities on where to find and how to use available data appropriatdly.
Identify the limitations of various sources of data o that users can make good choices.
Present datain summary form, using easy-to-understand graphics (perhapsin ‘one-
pager’ format).

Use datato raise public and professional awareness of the juvenile firesetter issue.
(Report of the NFPA Task Force on Juvenile Firesetting, Inaugural Meeting, 1993, p.
13)

In September of 1993, a continuum of the inaugura meeting was held. This group had



some of the origina participants but included new participants with a focus on experience and
skill. These participants came from across the U.S. and Canada and included a range of
disciplines that worked with juvenile firesetters. Twenty-two specific action items are
identified. Improved data collection was one of these. The participants agreed with the
necessity to “develop aminimum set of data elements needed for consistent nationd data
collection” (Report of the NFPA Juvenile Firesetter Practitioners Forum, 1995, pp. 9-10).

A recommendation was made to NFPA, “To provide assstance in designing a uniform data
collection tool to be used by locd fire departments and juvenile firesetter screening/intervention
programs’ (Report of the NFPA Juvenile Firesetter Practitioners Forum, 1995, p. 14).

Asaresult of the NJF/ACP Assessment, |SA developed three program manuas that have
components that describe how to develop, implement and operate ajuvenile firesetter program (Fire
Service Guide to a Early Intervention Program, FEMA/USFA, FA-146, 1994). These manuas are:
Guiddinesfor Implementation, FEMA/USFA, FA-147/June 1994, The User’s Guide, FEMA/USFA,
FA-145/ June 1994, and the Trainer's Guide, FEMA/USFA, FA-149/ June 1994. In addition, Fire
Service Guide to a Juvenile Firesetter Early Intervention Program, FEMA/USFA, FA-146 /June 1994,
was a0 developed which integrates part of the information in the Implementation Guide and explains
how to implement one type of the advocated programs. These manuals are currently available upon
request from the FEM A-USFA, FEMA Publications Catdog, FEMA-20/July 1997.

The literature review of these manuas focus specificaly on follow-up to audit for any
reoccurrence of fireplay or firesetting and what information is necessary to monitor and evaluate a
program.

The Trainer’ s Guide provides curriculum content summary of the three mgor types of

monitoring systems. “ Thefirg isaManagement Information System (MIS). An MIS providestimely



information on the number and types of cases handled by the program” (FEMA/USFA,
FA-149, 1994, p. 19).

The second type of monitoring system is an evauation systlem. A program evaluation system is

an extenson of aMISin that it uses the data generated by the MI1Sto andyze program

operations and outcome. In addition to caseload information, an effective evauation sysem will
include data on firesatting recidivism and follow-up information on caseload disposition.

(FEMA/USFA, FA-149, p. 19)

An incident reporting system is the third type of monitoring system. Its purposeis to record
basic information on al known juvenile firesatting incidents, regardless if the firesetter is known or
handled by the juvenile firesetter program (JFP). The basic data needed to monitor jurisdiction-wide
rates of juvenile arson, firesetting, and gauge the effectiveness of education and outreach efforts of the
program are provided by the data of an incident reporting system (FEMA/USFA, FA-149, 1994,
FEMA/USFA, FA-147, 1994).

The User’s Guide *is a cookbook format that guides the reader from the planning to the
execution of an effective community program” (FEMA/USFA, FA-145, 1994, p. 3). Thisvolumeis
designed to be a companion document to be used with the other volumes. It highlights key information
and then outlines decison eements. The guideis set up in the same format as the other manuas so
information can be easly and quickly found in the other volumes (FEMA/USFA, FA-145, 1994).

Having current and accurate data on program operation provides management with information

on the reative impact and effectiveness of the program. This information can be inva uable when

it comes time for sustaining or increasing the funding, saffing, and generd life of the program.

(FEMA/USFA, FA-145, 1994, p. 35)

Guiddlines for Implementation, (FEMA/USFA, FA-147/June 1994) is based on the seven
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different components which highlight the aspects of a program. The information presented is detailed

and comprehensive. The sixth component is comprised of monitoring systems. “A Management
Information System (M1S) should include case characteristics of the firesetter and the firesetting
incident, services rendered, dates of key events, and the fina disposition of the casg’” (FEMA/USFA,
FA-147, 1994, p. 108).

An MIS provides the means for summarizing the program’s casdload (the number of
cases handled, case type, firesetter characteristics, number and type of services rendered, etc.),
and providing data for annua reports, evauations, and funding agencies. (FEMA/USFA, FA-
147, 1994, p. 108)

An evduation sysem would contain dl of the information above plus follow-up dataon
firesetting recidivism and other problems such as delinquency, schoal or family problems, etc.
The evauation is an extension of the MIS, rather than a separate system. Much of the dataiin
such an evaluaion syssem may come form the program’ s routine follow-up contacts with
families of firesetters and the referrd agencies to which they are referred. (FEMA/USFA, FA-
147, 1994, p. 108)

The management information and evauation sysem may be kept manudly, but since
persona computers have become increasingly prevaent in the workplace, computerization is
advised....When a program reaches somewhere between 75 and 100 cases per year,
computerization is probably warranted. (FEMA/USFA, FA-147 1994, p. 112)

The Implementation Guide, (FEMA/USFA, FA-147, 1994) includes specific case information
and other datato be kept in each of the proposed three monitoring systems. This information can be
found in the results of this research.

To extend the MIS to become an evauation system, follow-up activities must take place with a
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number of key agencies to determine the long-term effectiveness of the intervention drategiesin

terms of recidivism. For evauation purposes, a program needs to know about juvenile

delinquency, continued problems at school or home, etc. Quarterly contacts should be made

with the family and key agencies for ayear or two after the precipitating incident to inquire

about recidivism and related problems. (FEMA/USFA, FA-147, 1994, p.114)

Parents are probably the best single source of follow-up information, if sufficient rapport
has been built to enable the parents to report any additiona deinquent behaviors or other
problems. Telephone contact should be made with the parents rather than sending an
impersond form. (FEMA/USFA, FA-147, 1994, p.114)

A review of the Fireproof Children Handbook (Bills, Cole, Cranddl, Schwartzman, 1990)
shows some reference to collecting deta. This data collection is targeted more to Starting a new program
to judtify the need. Sample forms are included in the handbook and some of these could be used for
ongoing data collection. There is no specific information or ingtruction in the handbook regarding follow-
up after intervention activities to audit for recidiviam.

A review of Playing with Fire: A Deadly Game, A Companion Manua (Pinsonneault, 1991)
shows that this manud is primary for setting an interagency juvenile firesgtter intervention program.
There is no specific information or ingruction in the manua on data collection or follow-up after
intervention activities to audit for recidivism. The sample formsthat are included are not related to a
MIS or evauation.

To find out current information that fire intervention programs across the U.S. are compiling to
monitor and evauate their programs, as well as the how the program is tracking recidivism rates, a
survey was conducted. The findings of the survey showed how JFP s are

evauating recidivism and what atistics they are reporting. Thisis covered in detall in the Results section
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of this research.

Procedures

Initial research began a the Learning Resource Center (LRC), Emmitsburg, MD, to look for
atidesinjournas, reports, and periodicas that related to juvenile firesetting. Using the words juvenile
firesetter as a darting point, sources were searched looking for information. The information that was
found was narrowed down to those articles or reports that had reference to setting up an intervention
program, what other fire departments with juvenile firesetter programs (JFP) reported, and those that
reported or summarized existing programs.

Accessing the World Wide Web and using the LRC' s online card catalog continued the
literature search. A locd library was used to borrow materias through interlibrary loan. The limitations
found in searching for information through the LRC was thet the information obtained was not recent.
There were limited recent articles in journals and periodicads. The locd library had very little information.

The World Wide Web was used to search for fire departments and organizations throughout the
U.S. to send out a survey. When afire department or organization was located, information was
collected such as the address, phone number and fax number, if available. Not al web sites provided
thisinformation, so e-mail was used to send surveys. Reference ligts included in handbooks and manuds
were aso a source of fire departments and organizations with programs. Because many of these were
not recently published, most of the contact persons were no longer in that particular department or at
times employed with the organization.

The surveys were sent out to the random fire departments and organizations, as they were

located. The only criterion that was used was that the fire department or organization had a JFP. The
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surveys were sent out over a span of severa months. Follow-up phone calls were made to those

departments and organizations that did not return the surveys. The surveys were sent out by severd
different methods including mail, facamile, or dectronic mail. Forty-one surveys were sent. Twenty-Sx
or approximately 63.4% of these were completed and returned. A sample of the survey |etter can be
found in Appendix A, followed by the answers from the individua J-P surveys. These can befoundin

Appendix B

Definitions

Fireplay: “Child ‘fireplay’ incidents typicaly involve children who are too young to understand the
danger of their actions’ (Reardon, 19909. p.68).

Firestting: “Juvenile firesdtting. ..is a ddliberate act typicaly committed by children old enough to

understand the dangers of their behavior” (Reardon, 1990, p. 70).

Reallts

The reaults of the research project come from the comprehensive examination of al of the data
from manuas, handbooks, and journd articles and the completed survey. From the 26 or 63% of the
surveys that were returned, in few instances was the information returned from different JFP' s worded
in the same way. Because of this, the process required dissecting the information in the returned surveys
to corrdate the results. Thisinformation is then compared to the results of the research from the
manuas, handbooks, and journa articles. The results of this project have been grouped and summarized

in text and table form.
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Research Question One

After ajuvenile completes an intervention program, what follow-up is conducted to audit for any

reoccurrence of fireplay or firesetting?

Nineteen or 73% of the JFP s surveyed answered yes to question one. One of these JFP's
answered no to question one, but reported some follow- up based on time dlowing in question two.
Seven or 27% answered no. To clarify this, one of the programs said that although they did not conduct

follow-up, they do monitor fire calls and reports for cases that involve youth.

Research Question Two

How long after completion of an intervention program is follow-up conducted and how many

follow-ups are done and for how long of aperiod (i.e.,, months, years) doesit continue?

Of the 26 surveys that were returned, 18 JFP' s report that that they conduct follow-up with
juveniles after they complete the program. One other JFP report that follow-up is based on time
alowing. Of the JFP sthat conducted follow-up, only a set of two programs follow the same time
frequency and regularity. Of these four programs, two conduct follow-up a one month after the juvenile
completes the program and then again a six and 12 months. The method of follow-up was not
reported. The other three conduct only one follow-up a six months. One program uses an evaluation
card and the other conducts a progress report on the client’ swritten goals.

Two other programs reported three follow-up frequencies. The first program reported follow-
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ups a three months, six to nine months and a 12 months, using the phone contact as the follow up

method. If aphoneis not available, then mail is used. The other program reports follow-up at three
months, sx months and 12 months. The method of follow-up is not reported.

Four JFP s report follow-up’ sthat are structured according to the risk factors of the individud
juvenile. Thefirg program conducts one follow-up a one month after completion of the program. If the
juvenileisreferred for counsding or therapy, then follow-up is done at three-month intervasfor at least
two years on average. A phone call or vist is the method used to follow-up. The second program
conducts two follow-ups at three months and again at Sx months after completion of the program for
higher risk juveniles, but conducts one follow-up at Sx monthsfor lower risk juveniles. Method of
follow up is not reported. The third program has somewhat less formaized follow-up procedures. An
initid follow-up is conducted a one week after completion of the program. Depending on each
individud juvenile and their circumstances induding such things as age and risk leve, the follow~ups are
continued on aweekly basis for four to Sx months. The method of follow-up is not reported. The last
program conducts follow-up at two and six weeks, but depending on the incident, may continue to
follow-up more or less.

Four JFP's conduct two scheduled follow-ups. The first program at six and 12 months with a
mailed questionnaire. The second program at one and five months, with a phone cal at one month and
a program evauaion mailed at five months, and the third program at one and 12 months with a phone
cdl or by mail. The fourth program conducts follow-ups at two and six weeks. The method of follow-up
is not reported.

Four programs report one follow-up. The fird at three months with aletter mailed, another
program at four months with aphone cdl or by mail, the third program conducts

follow- up three months after gppearance in court. The follow-up is conducted by Children’s Hospitd. If
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any are missed, follow-up is then conducted one to two months later. The last JFP reports one follow-

up conducted at Sx months, but this was based on time dlowing. Including the JFP that does
follow-up astime permits, 37% of the programs does one follow-up after completion of the program.
Twenty-one percent of the programs conduct follow-ups that are structured according to the risk
factors of the individua juvenile. Twenty-one percent of the programs conduct two follow-ups and 21%
conduct three follow-ups. A table outlining these results can be found in Appendix C.

The results of the literature review show that there is a national mode for frequency of follow-up
with juveniles to audit for recidivism. The nationa modd (Guideline for Implementation, FEMA/USFA,
FA-147, 1994) indicates that,

Quarterly contacts should be made with the family and key agencies for ayear or two after the

precipitating incident to inquire about recidivism and related problems. ... Telephone contact

should be made with the parents rather than sending an impersond form. (FEMA/USFA, FA-

147, 1994, p. 114)

The survey results were compared to the nationad modd. Of the JFP s surveyed, one program
conducts quarterly follow-ups for one to two years. The JFP continues follow-up at three-month
intervasfor a least two years on the average when the individud is referred for counsding or therapy.

Six or gpproximately 2.3% of the JFP s continue follow-ups for one year.

Research Question Three

What information is compiled to monitor and evauate the program? Are there any nationd

modes for monitoring a program?
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The answers to Question 3 found in the 26 surveys, is consolidated into an aphabeticd list to

determine the frequency of identicd gatistics. Two hundred and forty different datisticd items are
recorded. These items are located in Table D1, All Statistica Information From All Surveysin
Appendix D. Only 11 gatigtical items or approximatdy 4.5% of the totd items are found in the 26
surveysthat are stated identically. To clarify the results, the three JFP' s that use the Massachusetts
State-Wide Juvenile Firesatter Program Codlition form are not included unless another program aso

usesthe same gatistic. These gatitics and the number of times they were found are as follows:

Table 1

Statistical Information F
Address 2

Age -
Grade 4*
Maritd Status 2

Number of injuries 2

Race 3

Referra source 3

School name 2

Sex S5*
Tota dollar loss 2

Zip Code 2
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Note. F*represents the number of times a statitic is found in more than one survey with identical
wording. The three JFP s that used the Massachusetts State- Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program
Codlition form are not included unless another program aso used the same Satigtic found in the surveys.
*= Three of these are used in the JFP' s who use the Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter

Program Cadlition form.

Although there are only 11 identical gatistics found in the 240 datigticd items, many of the items
have the same intent or are related. The Satigtica items are then arranged into nine different categories.
This dlows the information to be grouped that has the same intent or thet isrelated. The first category,
Table E1, Information Relating to the Juvenile, found in the gppendix, has 35 different datistica items.
Five or gpproximately 14.3% of the datistical items have the same intent or are related with a frequency

in & least four other cases. These datigtical items and the frequency to others are shown as follows:

Table 2

Erequency of Related Information for Juvenile

Statistics Relating to Juvenile F F
Age 5 10
Sex 5 6
Grade 4 5
ADHD? (Yesor No) 3 4

History of fireplay (Yesor No) 1 14
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Note. F*represents the number of times a gatistic is found in more than one survey with identical
wording. The three JFP s that used the Massachusetts State- Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program
Codlition form are not included unless another program aso used the same datistic found in the surveys.
F° represents the Satistical items that have the same intent or that are rdlated to other Satistics with a

frequency in a least 4 other instances.

The second category, found in Table E2, Information Relating to Parent or Guardian and
Residence or Environment, included in the gppendix, has 30 different satistica items. Two or
goproximately 6.7% of the satidtica items have the same intent or are related with afrequency in at

least four other cases. These Satistical items and the frequency to others are shown as follows:

Satistics Relating to Parent or Guardian and Residence or Environment F F
Maritd gatus 2 8
Number of smokersin home 1 4

Note. F*represents the number of times a statigtic is found in more than one survey with identical
wording. The three JFP s that used the M assachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program
Cadition form are not included unless another program aso used the same statistic found in the surveys.

F° represents the tatistical items that have the same intent or that are related to other Satistics with a
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frequency in at least 4 other instances.

In the third category, Table E3, Information Reating to Fire Incident, located in the gppendix,
has 33 different Satisticd items. Three or gpproximatdy 9.4% of the Satigticd items have the same
intent or are related with afrequency in at least four other cases. These datigticd items and the

frequency to others are shown as follows:

Table4

Statistics Relating to Fire Incident F F
Ignition source 1 7

Incident date and time 1 7
Most common place for firesetting 1 7

Note. F* represents the number of times astatigtic is found in more than 1 survey with identical wording.
The 3 JFP s that used the Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program Codition form are not
included unless another program aso used the same gtatistic found in the surveys. F° represents the
detidicd itemsthat have the same intent or thet are related to other Satistics with afrequency in at least

4 other ingtances.

The fourth category, Table E4, Information Relating to Program, Services, and Education,

located in the appendix, has 60 different statistica items. Six or 10% of the Satistical items have the
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sameintent or are related with afrequency in at least four other cases. These datidticd items and the

frequency to others are shown asfollows:

Statistics Relating to Program, Services, and Education F F
Assessment determination 1 4
Most common age 1 8
Sex, Number of males, femaes 1 9
Number of studentsin program 1 9
Number of hoursinvolved in each case 1 4
Program evaluation 1 4

Note. F*represents the number of times a tatistic is found in more than 1 survey with identical wording.
The 3 JFP s that used the Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program Codition form are not
included unless another program also used the same Satistic found in the surveys. F° represents the
datigtical itemsthat have the same intent or that are related to other Satistics with afrequency in at least

4 other instances.

In the fifth category, Table E5, Information Relating to Referrd or Other Agencies, located in
the gppendix, has 29 different statistical items. All of these Satidticd items have the same intent or are

related in some way. These items related to the agencies that referred or were referred to.
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In the sixth category, Table E6, Information Relating to Fire Department Information, located in

the gppendix, has five different Satidticd items. All of these datisticd items have different intent or
relation. These items each specificdly relae to information that is specific to fire departments such as
name and address, reporting, etc.

In the saventh category, Table B7, Information Relating to Injuries, Deeths, and Damages,
located in the gppendix, has 30 different Satistical items. Three or 10% of the Satistical items have the

same intent or are related with afrequency in at least four other cases. These datidticd items and the

frequency to others are shown as follows:

Statistics Relating to Injuries, Desths, and Damages F F
Number of injuries 4 12
Number of deaths 1 7
Tota dollar loss 2 13

Note. F*represents the number of times a gatigtic is found in more than 1 survey with identical wording.
The 3 JFP s that used the Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program Codition form are not
included unless another program also used the same statigtic found in the surveys. F° represents the
datidticd items thet have the sameintent or that are related to other statistics with afrequency in at least

4 other instances.
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Category 8, Table E8, Miscellaneous Information, located in the gppendix, has 18 different

datistica items. One or gpproximately 5.6% of the satistica items have the same intent or are related

with afrequency in & least four other cases. This Satistical item and its frequency to othersis shown as

follows
Table7
 Miscel : :
Miscelaneous Statistics F F
Number of firesinvolving children playing with fire 1 6

Note. F*represents the number of times a gatistic is found in more than one survey with identical
wording. The 3 JFP' sthat used the Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program Codlition
form are not included unless another program aso used the same statistic found in the surveys. F°
represents the statistical items that have the same intent or that are related to other statistics with a

frequency in a least 4 other instances.

The last category, Table E9, Information Relaing to Recidivism, located in the gppendix, has
four different Satigticd items. All of the Satistical items have the same intent or are related with a
frequency in at least four other cases. The items are dl related to recidivism in some way.

The results of the literature review show one national mode for evauation purposesto
determine effectiveness asit relates to recidivism rates. The national mode! is located in the Guiddines

for Implementation and Fire Service Guide to a Juvenile Firesetter Early Intervention Program. These
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manuals and two others were supported by a grant awarded to the ISA by OJIDP and USFA. (FA-

147, 1994). Thisinitiative took place from 1987 through 1993 and is known as the NFP/ACP (Garry,

1997, pp. 3-4). The nationad modd, Central Elements of the Monitoring Systems, MIS includes the

falowing:

Management Information System (MI1S). There are four categories of dataincluded in an MIS:

Case characteristics

a Source of referral

b. Age, s, race, family status of firesetter

C. Detalls of the firesetting incident—motive, presence of others, location of fire,
materias used, damage estimate, injuries, deaths

d. Past firesetting incidents

e Initial assessment after screening (eg., little, definite, or extreme risk)

Services rendered

Dates, content, and length of educational sessions; dates, purposes, and agencies of

referra (s); number and type of counsdling sessions; details of other services (mentor

pairing, restitution, community service, vidits to burn units, etc.)

Case disposition

a Dates and outcomes of al services rendered, gathered through routine reporting
by al cooperating agencies or direct follow-up

b. Status of casein crimind justice system

Program Activities

a Education/prevention activities, school-based or community or other — type,

number, attendance, content
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b. Training for othersin the fiedd — type, curriculum, number trained

C. Resource/materids devel opment
d. Other — media coverage, Task Force participation, etc.

(FEMA/USFA, FA-145, 1994, pp. 109-110; FEMA/USFA, FA-146, 1994, pp. 41-42)

The survey results are compared to the national M1S modd. Seven out of 11 or gpproximately
64% of the gatisticd items located in the results of the Frequency of Identica Statistics are aso located
in the national MIS modd.

The case characterigtics of the nationd MIS modd are compared to the following tables noted
elsawhere in this research report: Frequency of Related Information for Juvenile, Frequency of Related
Information to Parent or Guardian and Residence or Environment, Frequency of Statistics Relating to
Fire Incident, Frequency of Statistics Relating to Program, Services, and Education, Information
Rdating to Referrd or Other Agencies, and Information Relating to Injuries, Deaths and Damages.
These tables congst of 20 Statistical items. Of the 20 items, 14 or 70% of the items are located in the

nationd MIS modd.

Discusson

The research results showed that thereis little information on specific ingruction or nationa
modeling for conducting follow-up to audit for any reoccurrence of fireplay or firesetting or what
information should be used to monitor and evaduate aprogram. Severd sources indicate the need for
this. Among these are the NFPA Task Force on Juvenile Firesatting, and NFPA Juvenile Practitioners
Forum. Both of these recognize the need to have congstent nationa data collection, but no specific

publications or software can be found as a result of this endeavor. Don Porth of the Portland Fire
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Bureau (Porth, 1992), offered considerable insght on developing an effective program. In fact, as an

individua who is not sdlling his product, he offers thisinformation based on knowledge and experience.
As one of the organizations surveyed for this research paper, the answersto the three questionsin the
survey, is contained in atwo part annud report. Thisreport isimpressive to say the least. This JFP most
closdy resembles the nationad mode found in NFYACP series (FA-146, 1994, FA-147, 1994, FA-
145, 1994, and FA-149, 1994). The limitations of this JFP for many jurisdictions might be the time and
daff needed to dedicate to this type of extensive data collection, andyss, and reporting. The Fireproof
Children Handbook (Bills, et d., 1990), and Playing with Fire: A Deadly Game, A Companion Manua
(Pinsonneault, 1991) are excellent resources for setting up a JFP and working with juvenile firesetters.
But like the FEMA/USFA companion handbook series (FEMA/USFA, FA 83, 1988, FEMA/USFA,
FA 82, 1988, FEMA/USFA, FA 80, 1988), these manuas and handbooks do not give specific
ingruction or modding for follow-up or data collection for evauation purposes. These FEMA/USFA
handbooks would not be considered recent publications, but are fill available today, and have not been
revised. Many organizations and fire departments rely on these handbooks as the foundation of the
programsin their communities. This author’ s JFP is an example of a program that used the handbooks
as afoundation.

The Massachusetts State- Wide Juvenile Firesatter Program Codlition and the State of Illinois
Y outhful Firesetter Program are included in the survey of JFP's, and show a state-wide effort for
consstent data collection. Through the analysis of the surveys returned, it becomes gpparent that many
programs base follow-up and data collection according to individual needs and budgetary congtraints.

The chdlenge to ajurisdiction or organization isto strive to develop a program within the
congraints of alimited budget and resources and at the same time dtrive to emulate national modding.

One can understand quickly the implications of an adequate JFP that covers the spectrum of necessary
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parts of an entire program. Thus, the results of programs that begin smdl, are homegrown, and grow as

the program necessitates (Cook, et a., 1989).

Recommendations

Tojudtify the worth and effectiveness of a JFP within budgetary congraints, the following
recommendations are suggested:

The exigting data collection system or MIS should be compared to the national moded found in
the NFJACP series (FA-146, 1994, FA-147, 1994, FA-145, 1994, FA-149, 1994), and revised to
include the necessary elements that are not currently included. This would involve improving the current
computer database and forms. To implement these changesiit isimportant to make it as user friendly as
possible to ensure that information retrievd is accomplished. Thisretrieva aso needsto be efficient to
make the most of gaff time,

Follow-up frequency with juvenile firesetters and their families should be increased to parale
the nationa model found in the NFYACP series (FA-146, 1994, FA-147, 1994, FA-145, 1994, FA-
149, 1994). To accomplish this, the MIS should be formatted to provide on-going information relevant
to the juvenile firesetter. A method should be provided to easily receive or acquire reminders or ticklers
to follow-up on the numerous different cases that are current. And as aresult of thisfollow-up plan, a
procedure should be drafted to ded with juveniles when follow-up indicates reoccurrence of fireplay or
firesstting.

To compare the results of the JFP firdt to loca State tatistics and recidivism rates, the need
arises for improved reporting and evauation from the other locd fire departments, county- based task

force organizations, and on adate level. The chalenge in this recommendation is the ability of asmall
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volunteer fire department to provide a JFP with budget condraints, staff and time limitations, aswdl as

recognizing the need. Unless the need is recognized, the probability of a county level task forceisnot as
attainable. The recommendation isto encourage and support the State Fire Marshd to implement the
education, training, and Structure to implement a Satewide codition.

To compare local JFP results nationdly requires locating the individuas throughout the U.S.
who have gatistics and results for JFP's on a statewide scale. Networking is a vauable tool to
accomplish this. Using the World Wide Web can serve as an invauable tool. This has been shown by
the survey results conducted for this research project, by which most of the JFP' s were found using the
World Wide Web. Contacting resources found in handbooks and manualsis aso a good resource, but
one must recogni ze that the contact person, address, and phone number may not be up-to-date. These
resources may aso be limited in number.

A recommendation on anationd levd isfor the FEMA/USFA to develop a generic computer
program that is flexible and can be tailored to a JFP as needed. Thiswould provide the initiative to

encourage data collection and eva uation based on a nationd mode!.
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Example of JFP Survey | efter

August 4, 1997

Portland Fire Bureau

Juvenile Firesetter Program Manager
55 Southwest Ash Street

Portland, OR 97204

Dear Program Manager:

| am presently enrolled in the Executive Fire Officer Program &t the Nationa Fire Academy. Asa part
of this program, | am required to write an gpplied research paper. | have chosen to conduct my
research on juvenile firesetter programs across the United States.

| read about your program on the Internet in an article entitled, Examples of U.S Programs &
Screening Techniques for Juvenile Firesetters. Your program appeared to be well organized and
professona. | would gregtly gppreciateit if you could share with me the answers to the following
questions for my research:

1) After ajuvenile completes your intervention program, do you follow-up to seeif thereisany
reoccurrence of fireplay/firesetting?

2) If the answer to #1 is yes, how long after the completion of the program do you wait before
following up? How many follow-ups do you do and for how long of aperiod of time (i.e.,
months, years) do you continue the follow-up?

3) Do you compile annud datistics? If the answer isyes, would you plesse ligt the information you
includein the report. Do you modd the Satistical information after any other annua report such
as a county task force or Sate?

Thank you in advance for any assstance you can provide me with. My Email addressis
mailyn@d.maple-gravemnus. My mailing addressis listed above — telephone
(612) 494-6091 — and fax (612) 494-6439.

Sincerdly,

Marilyn Amlund
Deputy Fire Marshd
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Survey B1

Children’s Hospitd Medicd Center of Akron
One Perkins Square, Akron, OH 44308

Mary Mondozzi, BSN, MSN, CS, (330) 379-8813

1 Yes
2. Follow-up questionnaire at six months and then repested at one yesar.

3. Y es. Not modeled after any county or state report. The following isincluded in MIS;

1 Child'sage

2. Child's sex

3. Method of fireplay (Matches, Lighter, etc.)
4, If child has a hyperactivity disorder

5. If child is on any medications

6. If there is any other agency involved with the child
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Survey B2

Fire Stoppers of Pierce County
City of Tacoma Fire Department
901 Fawecett Avenue, Tacoma, WA 98402-5699

Joe Meinecke, Program Manager, Fire Stoppers

1. Yes
2. Follow-up letter a three months

3. Yes. Statistics are used Satewide. The following information isincluded:

1. Gender

2. Age

3. Ethnic background (African American, Caucasian, Native American, Asan, Hispanic,
Bi-multiracid)

4, Child resides with (Biological, Step, Adoptive, Foster, Grandparent, Other)

5. Level of concern

6. Household income

7. Case number (Y ear, Month, FDID#, Contact #)

8. Agency, phone number, interventionist, date

9. Repest client (Yesor No)

10. Minor’'s zip code

11. Currently in menta heath trestment? (Y es or NO)

12.  Arethere smokersin the household? (Yes or No)



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

37
How many working smoke detectors?

Referral source (Caregiver, School, Law enforcement, Menta hedlth, Fire service, School
police, Juvenile justice, Other)

Incident type (False reporting, Fireplay/no incident, Fireplay/incident, Intentiond ignition,
Freworks, Making and/or using explosives, Unknown-if other describe)

Incident location (Vehicle, Church, School, Other type resdence, Single family home,
Commercid building, Apartment, Wildland-grass-brush, Vacant lot, Other)

Ignition source (Matches, Lighters, Explosive device, Fireworks, Stove-oven, Wood stove,
Fireplace, Other)

Who was involved in incident? (Acted with sblings- peers-friends, Acted done)

Ignition source obtained from (Home, Store, Restaurant, Motel-hotel, School, Other person,
Found)

Date of incident (Month, Day, Y ear)

Burninjuries

Fatdities

Property loss and estimate

Number of people displaced by the fire

Multiple incidents (Yes or No, How many)

Legd chargesfiled (Yesor NO)



Survey B3
City of Chula Viga Fire Department
447 F Street, Chula Vista, Cdifornia 91910

James S. Geering, 619-691-5055

1 No
2. N/A
3. Juvenile firesetters are referred to South Bay Community Services, acounsding

divison under the direction of the police department.

38
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Survey B4

Operation Extinguish
Montgomery County, Maryland
101 Monroe Street, 12" Floor, Rockville, MD 208502589

Mary K. Marchone, Program Specidist, 301-217-2448

1 No, but monitor fire calls and reports for cases that involve youth.
2. N/A
3. Y es. The gtatistics are not modeled after any other county or state report. The

fallowing information is included:

1 Cases referred to program (Voluntary/Mandatory)

2. Completed intakes

3. Casesreferred by (Department of Juvenile Services, Y outh Divison, Department of Fire and
Rescue Services, Other sources)

4, New participants in Psychothergpeutic Resources, Inc. (PRI) therapy (Individud, Family,
Individua and Family, Group)

5. Participants referred to other agency thergpy (Individud, Family, Individud and family, Group,
Individua, Family and group)

6. Number of participants fill in fire education or therapy (All cases currently open)

7. Number of participants sent back to referring agency.
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Survey B5

Bingham Child Guidance Center’s Program for Juvenile Firesetters
200 E. Chestnut Street, Louisville, Kentucky 40202-1822

Amy Willard, Research Assstant, 502-582-7549

1. No
2. N/A

3. Y es. Thefollowing information is included:

1 Tota number of firesatters referred to program.

2. Referring agency (Arson Squad Investigation, Court, Self, Child Protective
Services, Arson Squad and Court, Doctor, Crimes against Children Unit, Seven Counties,
Mother, Hospital, School, Children and Y outh, Fire Department)

3. Ages of firestters

4, Most frequently seen age

5. Number and percentage of maes and femae attending program

6. Zip Code

7. Percentage and number of life threatening fires

8. Percentage and number of major property destruction

9. Percentage and number of minor property destruction

10. Percentage and number of single-parent families

11. Guardianship (Number and percentage with mother, Mother and father, Father,

Mother/stepfather)



12.

13.

14.

15.

Percentage and number of families with family psychiatric history
Percentage and number of homes with a smoker in the home
Percentage and number of firesetters hospitalized

Percentage and number of firesetters in outpatient therapy

41



Survey B6

Phoenix Fire Department, Urban Services
Y outh Firesetter Prevention Program

455 N. 5" Street, Phoenix, AZ 85004

Sylvia Echeveste, Casaworker, 602-262-7757

1 Yes

2. Follow-up with an evduation card sx months after the youth attended the
program.

3. Y es. Thefollowing information is included:

1. Number of referrds

2. Where the referrds came from

3. Dallar loss due to juvenile st fires.

4. Number of attendees to the Y outh Firesetter Prevention class
5. Number of parents and siblings who attended the class

6. Y outh referred for counsding

7. Most common age

8. Most frequent ignition source

9. Most common place for fire setting

10. Number of families with aworking smoke detector
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Survey B7

Gainesville Fire Rescue Department
P.O. Box 490, mail Station #65, Gainesville, Florida 32602

Beth Hardee, 352-334-5065 X5467

1. Yes

2. Follow-up is conducted with acdl or visit a one month after last sesson. If
individud is referred for counseling or therapy, follow-up is done at three-month intervals for a
least two years on the average.

3. Yes. The satistics are not modeled after any other county or state report. The

following information is included:

1 Total number of juvenile firesetters by age group

2. Totd number of juvenile firesetters by race

3. Total number of juvenile firesetters for each incident type
4, Tota number of juvenilesin relaion to quadrant of the city

5. Tota number of juveniles with previous history of fireplay/firesetting



Survey B8
Anoka County Juvenile Task Force
1710 Highway 10, Spring Lake Park, MN 55432

Harlan Lundstrom, Coordinator, 612-786-4436

1. No
2. N/A

3. Y es. Report is county based. The following information isincluded:

1 Number of studentsin program

2. Fire Department making referra and number referred

3. Number of referrals from County Corrections for each city
4, Number of times the student is scheduled for program

5. Number of males and femades atending program



Survey B9

Blaine, Spring Lake Park, Mounds View Fire Departments (S.B.M.)

1710 Highway 10, Spring Lake Park, MN 55432

Harlan Lundstrom, Bureau Chief, 612-786-4436

10.

11.

13.

14.

No
N/A

Y es. Thefollowing information is included:

Number of incidents reported

Number of incidents involving more than one juvenile
Number of fires by location (Insde, Outsde, Away from juveniles home)
Number of juveniles reported

Number of juveniles interviewed/assessed

Number of juveniles given education

Hours educated

Number of juveniles charged

Agerange of juveniles

Sex, number of maes, femaes

Type of fire

Address of incident

Ignitions source and total number of each

Where ignition materids were accessed from
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Response cost

Tota dollar loss

Agency referra source and number of referrals from esch
Number of juveniles referred and to which agencies
Number of hours assessed

Number of hours educated

Knowledge test score

Assessment determination

Family status and number of juveniles from each type
Number of smokersin home

Number of juvenileswith ADD-ADHD

Previous fire safety education (Yes or No)

Percentage of working and not working smoke detector in home
Recidivigt (Yesor No)

History of fire play (Yesor No)
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Survey B10

The Burn Indtitute
3702 Ruffin Road, Suite 101, San Diego, CA 92123-1842

Nancy Nowak, 619-541-2277

1. Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted by telephone a one month and by amailed program evauation at
five months.

3. Thefallowing information isinduded:

1. Name

2. Address

3. Parents first and last names
4, Maritd satus

5. School name

6. School didtrict

7. Grade
8. Age
0. Ignition Source

10. Specia circumstances such as ADHD, ADD, higtory of physica or sexuad abuse, etc.
11.  Dateof sesson
2. Dates of one and five month follow-up

13. Race



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Zip code

Referral source

First offense or repesat offender
Referrals made to another agency

Comments/'summearization
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Survey B11
Virginia Beach Fire Department
Municipa Center, Building #21, Virginia Beach, VA 23456

Cappy Mexidith, 757-563-1078

1 No

2. Time dlowing, afollow-up by phoneis conducted approximately sx months after the
find sesson.

3. Annua gatistics are compiled and are not modeled after any other reports. The following

information isincluded:

1. Number of initia incidents

2. Number of follow-up sessions
3. Referral source

4. Number of hoursinvolved in each case
5. Number of females and males
6. Age of child

7. Incident number

8. Incident dete and time

0. Name of child

10. Sex(Mdeor Femde)

11.  Gradein school

12. Schoal name



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Name of parent/guardian

Address

Home and work phone number

Type of incident (Fire, False darm, Report of fire play)

Firgt known incident? (Yes or No)

Location of fire (Own home, Occupied dwelling, School, Mercantile, Vacant building,
Shed, Outside, Dumpster-garbage, Other)

Room of origin (Child's bedroom, Other bedroom, Living room-family room, Garage,
Bathroom, Kitchen, Other)

Ignition source (Match, Lighter, Other)

Type of accelerate used, if any (Gasoline, Fireworks, Aerosol container, Explosive
device-type, Other-type)

Were other childreninvolved in incident? (Yes or No)

Was investigator notified? (Y es or No and Who)

Report completed by (Name, Station and Shift)

50



51
Survey B12

. Luke' s Regiond Medicd Center Juvenile Firesetter Program
2720 Stone Park Blvd., Sioux City, |A 51104

Deb Motz, RN, 712-279-3898

1 Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted with a phone call or letter at four weeks after the last education
sesson and at one year after theinitid sesson.

3. Yes Thefollowing information isincluded in our annua report:

1 Number of children referred to the program

2. Source of referrals

3. Number screened

4, Number given educationd intervention

5. Number referred to mental hedlth professionals
6. Number counsded by menta hedth professonds

7. Number of recidiviss



Survey B13
Portland Fire Bureau Juvenile Firesetter Program
55 SW. Ash Street, Portland, OR 97204-3590

Dave Centers, Program Manager, 503-823-3700

1. Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted by telephone or mail a four months after theinitia interview

3. Y es. The fallowing information isincluded in our annua report:

1 Total number of referras
2. Percentage of juvenile rdated firesin the overdl fire problem

3. Number of Fire Bureau Responses/reports

4. Doallar loss relating to the number juvenile arson incidents
5. Dallar loss comparing the number of juvenile arson vs. other arson
6. Dallar lossin reation to the number of juvenile fireworks incidents

7. Dallar lossin reation to the number of juvenile involvement with fire that
does not fdl into other classfications

8. Doallar lossin relation to the number of school fires

0. Totd dollar loss compared to the tota number of incidents

10. Number of boys and girlsin relaion to leve of concern (LOC)

11.  Agead thetime of referra

2. Birth order in relaion to LOC

13.  Percentage of recidivisminrdationto LOC



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

33.

35.

36.

Race

Adult caregiver / parenta statusin relationto LOC

Martia status of natura (biologica) parentsin rdation to LOC

Smoking status of caregiversin the homein reation to LOC
Employment status of caregiversin rdation to LOC

Household annual income levelsin relation to LOC

Tota number of adults and children in the firesetters homein relation to LOC
Affiliation with socid service agencies prior to referrd inreation to LOC
Matchvlighter accessibility prior to theincident in relation to LOC
Censustracts (location of juvenile firesetter) in rdation to LOC

Type of resdencein relaion to LOC

Ownership status of residence in relation to LOC

Referra source

Day of the week of incident occurred in relation to LOC

Time of the day of incident occurred in rdation to LOC

Location of theincident in relation to LOC

Ignition sourcein relation to LOC

Frd itemignited in relation to LOC

How ignition item was obtained in relation to LOC

Number of injuries

Totd known incidents by parents at time of most recent incident in relation to LOC
Number of juvenile caused fire desths compared to dl other fire deaths

Caregiver & the time of the most recent incident in relation to LOC
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37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

45.

46.

47.

48.

Whether child acted alone or was accompanied by another child in relation to LOC
How did the family hear about the program in rdation to LOC

Had the child recelved formal fire safety education prior to the most recent incident in
relation to LOC

Specidig performing the intervention in relation to LOC

Was the child/family referred to other programs/intervention or aready in programin
relation to LOC

Number of children seen by program in rdation to LOC

Number of children unseen by program (refused/declined, no show, unable to contact)
Recidivism in rdation to LOC

Number and type of follow-up (mail or phone)

Match/lighter avallability before incident and at four months post-incident in relation to
LOC

Program evauation

Condusions
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Survey B14

St Paul Department of Fire and Safety Services

100 East 11™ Street, St. Paul, MN 55101

Paula Peterson, 612-228-6241

1.

2.

10.

Yes
Follow-up is conducted a one month, Sx months, and one year after the initid interview.

Yes Thefollowing information isincluded our annua report:

Number completing program

Number motivated by curiosity

Number mativated by crisis

Success rate after at least one year after completing program
Degths by child fire play of totd fire desths

Number of firesinvolving children playing with fire
Civiliansinjured from fires involving children playing with fire
Hrefighters injured from firesinvolving children playing with fire
Totd dollar loss

Comparison of the number criss-motivated fire play to curiogty-motivated fire play
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Survey B15 Tempe

Fire Department
P.O. Box 5002, Tempe, AZ 85280

Beverly Burns, 602-350-8857

1 Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted by *phone or mail at three months, Sx to nine months and at one yeer.
(*May not have aphone))

3. No, but do a spreadsheet on the kids that are seen to help with any reoccurrence down the

road.
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Survey B16

City of Villed Ottawa
1445 Carling, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1Z 7L9

D.R. (Doug) Kightley, Co-ordinator, 613-798-8300

1. Yes
2. Follow up is conducted a one month, six months and at one year after completion of the
program.

3. Thefallowing information isinduded:

1 Firdt time offenders or repest offender

2. Tota number of children by month and year
3. Number of maes and females

4, If psychiatric help was sought and received

5. Recidiviam rate for month and year
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Survey B17

City of Houston, Houston Arson Bureau
410 Bagby, 4" Floor, Houston, Texas, 77002

LisaHayes, 713-247-3776

1 Yes
2. Low risk follow-up is conducted a sx months and higher risk follow up is conducted a
three and sx months after completion of the program.

3. Thefollowing information isincluded in our annud report:

1 Number and percentage of child/juvenile* arson fires by location (Houses, Businesses,
Vehicles, Schools, Apartments, Other)

2. Number of juvenile firesetting incidents in the schools by age (Child/adolescent)*

3. Property loss due to child/juvenile* firesetters

4. Status of smoke detector (No detectors, Not working, Insufficient number, Unknown,
Working) in child* arson fires with number of injuries and degths

5. Percentage of injuries from child* arson fires in homes with no smoke detectors or
improperly working smoke detectors

6. Number of (Children, Juveniles, Civilian adults, Firefighters) injuries and deathsin
child* arson fires

7. Number of reported child/adolescent* arson fires

8. Dallar loss of reported child/adolescent* arson fires

0. Percentage of change for dl categories for atwo year period
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Child/juveniler is Child is defined as youths under age 10 and Juvenile is defined as between

ages 10-16.

Child/adolescent* is Child is defined as juvenile between ages 0-9 years old and Adolescent is defined

as juvenile between ages 10-16 years old.



Survey B18

Saeof lllinais, Illinois Youthful Firesetter Program

1035 Stevenson Drive, Springfield, IL 62709

217-785-1030

10.

11.

13.

No program, statistics only
N/A

The following information isincluded in annud report:

Fire department name, phone number, and fax number

NFIRS ID#

Fire Department Address, City, County, State, Zip code

Fire Department Contact Person and title

Number of firesettersidentified

Firesetters by age range (0-7, 8-13, 14-18) and sex (Mae or Female)
Number of injuries

Number of deaths

Dallar lossfor dl incidents involving juvenile firesetters

Number of incidents that fire department did not respond to

Ignition source (Matches, Cigarette lighters, Grill lighters, Other-describe)
Number of children referred to mental health

Comments
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Survey B19

Cayuga County Juvenile Fireplay Intervention and Education Program
7413 County House Road, Auburn, N.Y. 13021

Ron Quill, 315-253-1199

1. Yes

2. Follow-up is conducted at one week after going through the program and will continue
for four to Sx months. Thisis dependent on the individua and their circumstances, age and risk
level. Cases are never closed.

3. No



Survey B20
M assachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Program Codlition
State Road, P.O. Box 1025, Stow, MA 01775

Irene Pinsonneault, 508-636-9149

1 No program, statistics only
2. N/A

3. The following information isincluded:

1. Date of first contact

2. Program ste

3. Age

4. Date of hirth

5. Sex

6. Live with parents? (Yes or No), Live with foster parents? (Y es or No), Other residence
(describe)

7. Attend school? (Yes or No), SPED? (Yes or No)

8. Grade

0. ADHD? (Yesor No)

10. Shlings (Age/sx)

11.  Other agencies (DSS, DMH, DY'S, Other)

12.  Wasthereafire? (Yesor No), Wasthefire reported? (Yes or No), To whom was the fire

reported?, When was the fire reported?
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

63
Was thisthe first/only known fire? (Yes or No)

Number of other known fires

Description of firesetting history (None, Recent, Incidences severd years which stopped,
Persistent and on-going, Recent progression, Other)

Extent of damage (Minor, Moderate, Extreme)

Injuries (To whom?)

Number of subsidized units lost, Housing log? (Yes or No)

Number of people displaced

Court case? (Yes or No), Charges (describe)

Interview outcome (Curiogity motivated, Delinquency reated, Crids, Pathologica, Other)
Intervention services (Education, Community service, Counsgling, Other)

Duration of services

Agenciesinvolved

Recidiviam risk (Minimd, Moderae, Extreme)

Date Completed



Survey B21
Lowdl Fire Department, Fire Investigation Unit
50 Arcand Drive, Lowel, MA

Lt. Frank Hogen, 978-459-6110

1 Yes
2. A progress report is conducted on clients written goals at the end of six months from the
date of graduation.

3. The following information is included:

1 Number of juvenile fires per year
2. Complete a Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesetter Intervention Program Codition

Tracking/Data Collection Form
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Survey B22

Oklahoma City Fire Department
Operation FireSAFE
820 N.W. 5", Oklahoma City, OK 73106

Major Timothy R. Adams, Sr. Public Education Instructor, 405-297-3318

1. Yes
2. Follow-up cdlsare made a 3, 6, and 12 months from the interview date.

3. Y es, the following information is included:

1. Number of children completing program

2. Gender breakdown by total number and percentage

3. Race/Ethnic breakdown by total number and percentage
4, Age breskdown by total number and percentage

5. Referrd sources (Investigation, Call-ins, Other)

6. Tota number of injuries dueto child fireplay

7. Tota number of desths due to child fireplay

8. Dallar losses per month due to child fireplay

0. Totd dollar loss for year
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Survey B23

City of Alexandrig, Virginia
Code Enforcement
P.O. Box 178, Alexandria, Virginia, 22313

Richard A. Sider, 703-838-4360

1. Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted at two weeks and six weeks after intervention.

3. Thefallowing information isincluded:

1 Age
2 Race
3 Sex

4. Time of incident
5. Type of supervison that child hed a the time
6. Materid ignited

1. Hesat source
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Survey B24

West Allis Fire Department
2040 South 67 Place, West Allis, WI 53219

Martin M. King, 414-302-8748

1. Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted at one month after completion of the program.

3. The following information isincluded:

1 Number of Participants-Ten Year Trend

2. Family Status

3. Family Income

4, Participants by Sex

5. Participants by Age (5 & Under, 6-11, 12-13, 14 to Adult)
6. Hours spent on JFS Program

7. Percentage of homes with Parents that Smoke

8. Participation by Family Status

9. Percentage of successful follow-up contacts
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Survey B25

Boston Fire Department

FIRESENSE

Juvenile Firesetters Program

920 Massachusetts Avenue, Boston, MA 02118

Debhie Burke-Coordinator, 617-343-3325

1 Yes
2. Children’s Hospital does the follow-up three months after appearance in court. If any are
missed follow-up is then conducted one to two months later.

3. Thefallowing information isinduded:

1. Complete a Massachusetts State-Wide Juvenile Firesatter Intervention Program Codlition

Tracking/Data Collection Form
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Survey B26

City of Pdatine Fire Department
200 East Wood Street, Paatine, IL 60067

Lt. Bob Morris, 847-202-6666

1. Yes
2. Follow-up is conducted by calling two to four weeks after completion of the program.

3. The following information isincluded:

1 Maritd status
2. Month of the year
3. Age

4, Sex
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Table C1

Eallow-up Frequency and Method

Eallow up Frequency Method of Fallow-up E

6 months and 12 months Quedtionnaire 1

3 months Letter 1

1 morth Unknown 1

2-4 weeks Phone call 1

6 months Evauation card 1

6 months Progress report is conducted on clients 1
written gods

1 month. If individud is referred for counsdling or Phone cdl or vigt 1

therapy, follow-up is done at 3-month intervals for a

least two years on average.

1 month and 5 months Telephone a one month and mailed 1
program evauation a 5 months

Time dlowing, a 6 months Phone call 1

1 month and 12 months Phone cdl or letter 1

4 months Phone cdll or mail 1

1 month, Sx months, and 12 months Unknown 2

Note. Column F° represents the number of times agtatistic isfound in al surveys.



3 months, 6-9 months, and 12 months

3 months, Sx months, and 12 months

6 months for low risk and 3 months and 6 months for
higher risk

3 months, if any are missed, then follow-up is made 1-2
months |ater

1 week and continue weekly for 4-6 months, thisis
dependent on the individua and their circumstances,
ageand risk leve.

2 weeks and 6 weeks, depending on the incident, may

continue to follow-up more or less

Phone cdll, if no phone then mail

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown

Unknown
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TableD1

ficed Informai I

Satidica Information

l:a

Address

Address of incident

ADHD? (Yesor No)

Adult caregiver/parentd statusin relation to LOC*
Affiliation with socid services prior to referrd in relation to LOC*
Age

Age a the time of referrd

Age breakdown by tota number & percentages

Age of child

Agerange of juveniles

Agenciesinvolved

Agency referrd source and number of referrds from each
Ages of firesetters

Assessment determination

Attend school? (Yes or No), SPED? (Yes or No)
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Note. Column F° represents the number of times astatistic is found in al surveys,

LOC* = Levd of Concern.



Birth order in relation to LOC*

Caregiver a the time of the most recent incident in reation to LOC*

Cases referred by (Department of Juvenile Services, Y outh Division, Department of Fire &
Rescue, Other sources)

Casesreferred to program (Voluntary / Mandatory)

Censustracts (Location of Juvenile firesetter) in relation to LOC*

Court case? (Yes or No), Charges (Describe)

Civiliansinjured from firesinvolving children playing with fire

Comments

Comments'summarizetion

Comparison of the number of crisis-motivated fire play to curiosity-motivated fire play
Completed intakes

Conclusons

Date completed

Date of birth

Date of first contact

Date of sesson

Dates of one and five month follow-up

Day of the week the incident occurred in relation to LOC*

Desgths by child fire play of totd fire desths

Description of firesetting history (None, Recent, Incidences severa years which stopped,
Persistent and on-going, Recent progression, Other)

Dollar loss comparing the number of juvenile arson vs. other arson
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Dollar loss due to juvenile s fires

Dallar lossfor dl incidents involving juvenile firesetters

Dallar lossin rdation to the number of juvenile fireworksincidents

Dallar lossin relation to the number of juvenile involvement with fire that does not fdl into other
dassfications

Doallar lossin relation to the number of school fires

Doallar loss of reported child/adolescent* arson fires (* Child is defined as juvenile between
ages 0-9 years old and Adolescent is defined between ages 10-16 years old.)

Doallar loss per month due to child fireplay

Dallar loss rdating to the number of juvenile arson incidents

Duration of services

Employment status of caregiversin the homein reation to LOC*

Extent of damage (Minor, Moderate, Extreme)

Family Income

Family Status

Family status and number of juveniles for each type

Fire Department making referrad and number referred

Fire department name, Phone number, and Fax number, Fire department address, City
County, State, Zip code, Fire department contact person and Title

Hrefighters injured from firesinvolving children playing with fire

Firesetters by age range (0-7, 8-13, 14-18) and sex (Mae or Female)

Frd itemignited in relaion to LOC*

Firgt known incident? (Yes or No)
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Firg offense or repeat offender

Firg time offender or repeat offender

Gender breakdown by total number and percentage

Grade

Grade in school

Guardianship (Number and percentage with mother, Mother and father, Father,
Mother/stepfather)

Had the child received formd fire safety education prior to the most recent incident in relation
to LOC*?

Heat source

Higtory of fireplay (Yesor No)

Hours spent on JFS Program

Household annual income levelsin relation to LOC*

How did the family hear about the program in relaion to LOC*?

How ignition source was obtained in reation to LOC*

If psychiatric help was sought and received

Ignition source (Match, Lighter, Other)

Ignition source (Matches, Cigarette lighters, Grill lighters, Other-describe)
Ignition source and total number of each

Ignition source in relation to LOC*

Ignition source

Incident date and time

Incident number
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Injuries (To whom?)

I ntervention services (Education, Community service, Counsding, Other)

Interview outcome (Curiosity motivated, Delinquency related, Criss, Pathological, Other)
Knowledge test score

Live with parents? (Yes or No), Live with foster parents? (Y es or No), Other residence
(Describe)

Location of fire (Own home, Occupied dwelling, School, Mercantile, Vacant building, Shed,
Outsde, Dumpgter-garbage, Other)

Location of incident in relation to LOC*

Maritd gatus of naturd (Biologicd) parentsin relation to LOC*

Marita status

Match-lighter accessibility prior to incident in rdation to LOC*

Matchlighter availability before incident and at four months post-inadent in relation to LOC*
Materid ignited

Month of the Y ear

Most common age

Most common place for firesetting

Mos frequent ignition source

Most frequently seen age

Name

Name of child

Name of parent/guardian, home and work number

New participants in Psychotherapeutic Resources, Inc. therapy (Individud, Family, Individua
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and family, Group)

NFIRS ID#

Number and percentage of child/juvenile arson fires by location(Houses, Businesses, Vehicles,
Schoals, Apartments, Other) (* Child is defined as youths under age 10 and Juvenile is defined
as between ages 10-16)

Number and percentage of maes and femaes atending program

Number and type of follow-up (Mail or phone)

Number completing program

Number counseled by mental hedlth professiona

Number given educationd intervention

Number mativated by curiosity and crisis

Number of (Children, Juveniles, Civilian Adults, Firefighters) injuries and degths in child* arson
fires (*Child is defined as youths under age 10)

Number of attendees to the Y outh Firesetter Prevention class

Number of boys and girlsin rdation to the LOC*

Number of children completing program

Number of children referred to mental health

Number of children referred to the program

Number of children seen by program in relation to LOC*

Number of children unseen by program (Refused/declined, No show, Unable to contact)
Number of deaths

Number of families with aworking smoke detector

Number of Fire Bureau Responses/reports
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Number of fires by location (Inside, Outside, Away from juveniles home)

Number of firesinvolving children playing with fire

Number of firesettersidentified

Number of follow-up sessons

Number of hours assessed

Number of hours educated

Number of hoursinvolved in each case

Number of incidents involving more than one juvenile

Number of incidents reported

Number of incidents that fire department did not respond to

Number of injuries

Number of juvenile caused fire desths compared to dl other fire deaths

Number of juvenile fires per year

Number of juvenile firesetting incidents in the schools by age (* Child/Adolescent) (Child is
defined as juveniles between ages 0-9 years old and Adolescent is defined as juvenile between

ages 10-16 years old)

Number of juveniles charged

Number of juveniles given education

Number of juveniles referred and to which agencies
Number of juveniles reported

Number of juvenileswith ADD/ADHD

Number of juveniles interviewed-assessed
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Number of mae and femaes

Number of femaes and males

Number of males and femaes attending the program
Number of other known fires

Number of parents and siblings who attended class

Number of participants sent back to referring agency

Number of participants till in fire education or thergpy (All cases currently open)

Number of participants- Ten Year Trend

Number of people displaced

Number of recidivists

Number of referrds

Number of referrds from County Corrections for each city
Number of reported child/adolescent* arson fires

Number of smokersin home

Number of studentsin program

Number of subsdized unitslost, Housing lost? (Yes or No)
Number of times the student is scheduled for program
Number of initia incidents

Number screened

Other agencies (DSS, DMH, DY S, Other)

Ownership status of resdencein relation to LOC*
Parentsfirst and last names

Participants by Age (5 & Under, 6-11, 12-13, 14 to Adult)
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Participants by Sex

Participation by Family Status

Participants referred to other agency (Individua, Family, Individua and family, Group,
Individud, Family and group)

Percentage and number of familieswith psychiatric history
Percentage and number of firesetters hospitdized

Percentage and number of firesetters in outpatient therapy
Percentage and number of homes with a smoker in the home
Percentage and number of life threatening fires

Percentage and number of mgor property destruction

Percentage and number of minor property destruction

Percentage and number of single-parent families

Percentage of change for al categories for atwo year period
Percentage of Homes with Parents that Smoke

Percentage of injuries from child* arson firesin homes with no smoke detectors or improperly
working smoke detectors (* Child is defined as youths under age 10)
Percentage of juvenile rdated firesin overdl fire problem
Percentage of recidivism in relation to LOC*

Percentage of successful follow-up contacts

Percentage of working and not working smoke detector in home
Previous fire safety educetion (Yesor No)

Program evauation

Program ste



Property loss due to child/juvenile* firesetters (* Child is defined as youths under age 10 and
Juvenile is defined as between ages 10-16)

Race

Race-ethnic breakdown by tota number and percentage

Recidivism in relation to LOC*

Recidiviam rate for month and year

Recidivism risk (Minima, Moderate, Extreme)

Recidivig (Yes or No)

Referrd agency (Arson Squad Investigation, Court, Saf, Child Protection Services, Arson
sguad and court, Doctor, Crimes againgt children unit, Seven Counties, Mother, Hospita,
School, Children and Y outh, Fire Department)

Referral source

Referrd sources (Investigation, Call ins, Other)

Referrals made to another agency

Number referred to mental hedlth professionals

Report completed by (Name, Station, Shift)

Response cost

Room of origin (Child's bedroom, Other bedroom, Living room-family room, Garage,
Bathroom, Kitchen, Other)

School digtrict

School name

Sex

Sex (Male or Femae)
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Sex, number of maes, femaes

Siblings (Age/Sex)

Smoking status of caregiversin home in relation to LOC*

Source of referras

Specid circumstances such as ADHD, ADD, History of sexud or physical abuse
Specidig performing the intervention in relation to LOC*

Status of smoke detector (No detectors, Not working, Insufficient number, Unknown,
Working) in child* arson fires with number of injuries and deaths. (* Child is defined as youths
under age 10)

Success rate after at least one year after completing program

Time of incident

Time of the day the incident occurred in relation to LOC*

Tota dollar loss

Totd dollar loss compared to the totd number of incidents

Totd dollar loss for year

Totd known incidents by parents at time of most recent incident in relation to LOC*
Tota number of adults and children in the firesetters home in relation to LOC*
Tota number of children by month and year

Total number of desths due to child fire play

Tota number of firesetters referred to program

Tota number of injuries due to child fire play

Totd number of juvenile firesetters by age group

Tota number of juvenile firesetters by race



Total number of juvenile firesetters for each incident type

Tota number of juvenilesin relaion to quadrant of the city

Tota number of juvenileswith previous higtory of fireplay/firesstting

Tota number of referras

Type of accelerate used, if any (Gasoline, Fireworks, Aerosol containers, Explosive device-
Type, Other-type)

Type of fire

Type of incident (Fire, False darm, Report of fireplay)

Type of resdence in relation to LOC*

Type of supervison child had a thetime

Wasinvestigator notified? (Y es or No and Who)

Wasthe child/family referred to other programs/intervention or dready in program in relation
to LOC*

Was there afire? (Yes or No), Was the fire reported? (Y es or No), To whom was the fire
reported?, When was the fire reported?

Was this the first/only known fire? (Y es or No)

Were other children involved in incident? (Y es or No)

Where ignition materids were accessed from

Where referrals came from

Whether the child acted done or was accompanied by another child in relation to LOC*

Y outh referred for counsdling

Zip code
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TableE1

corrmction Relat "

88

Satidics Relating to Juvenile

Name

Name of child

Address

Zip code

Age

Ageat thetime of referrd
Ageof child

Date of birth

Sex

Sex (Mdeor Femde)

Shlings (Age/Sex)

Birth order in relation to LOC*

Attend school? (Yes or No), SPED? (Yes or No)

Race

Nate Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in al surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other statisticsin the teble that are Similar. A negative sign (-) in Column F° denotes that

the gatistic is represented e sawhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.

School name



School digtrict

Grade

Grade in school

ADHD? (Yesor No)

Specia circumstances such as ADHD, ADD, Higtory of sexud or physical abuse?
Previous fire safety education (Yes or No)

Had the child received formal fire safety education prior to the most recent incident in
relation to LOC*?

Court case? (Yesor no), Charges (Describe)

Higtory of fireplay (Yesor No)

Description of firesetting history (None, Recent, Incidences severd years which
stopped, Persistent and on-going, Recent progression, Other)

Firg offense or repeat offender

Firgt time offender or repeat offender

Firgt known incident? (Yes or No)

Was this the first/only known fire? (Yes or No)

Number of other known fires

Recidivig (Yesor No)

Recidivism risk (Minima, Moderate, Extreme)

Were other children involved in incident? (Yes or No)

Whether the child acted aone or was accompanied by another child in relation to

LOC*

14
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Table E2
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Parentsfirg and lagt name

Name of parent/guardian, home and work number
Employment status of caregiversin the homein reation to LOC*
Maritdl satus

Maritd satus of naturd (Biologicd parents) in relation to LOC*

Adult caregiver/parenta statusin relation to LOC*

Family Status

Family status and number of juvenilesfor each type

Percentage and number of sngle-parent families

Guardianship (Number and percentage with mother, Mother and father, Father,
Mother/stepfather)

Caregiver a the time of the most recent incident in relation to LOC*

Live with parents? (Yes or No), Live with foster parents? (Yes or No), Other
residence (Describe)

Household income

Nate. Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in all surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other statisticsin the table that are Smilar. A negative sign (-) in Column P denotes that

the statigtic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Household annua income levelsin relation to LOC*

Family Income

Number of families with aworking smoke detector
Percentage of working and not working smoke detector in home
Number of smokersin home

Percentage and number of homes with a smoker in the home
Smoking status of caregiversin homein relation to LOC*
Percentage of Homes with Parents that Smoke

Type of supervison the child had & thetime

Ownership status of resdence in reation to LOC*
Percentage and number of families with psychiatric history

Totd known incidents by parents a time of most recent incident in relation to LOC*

Tota number of adults and children in the firesetters home in relation to LOC*
Type of resdence in relation to LOC*

How did the family hear about the program in relaion to LOC*

Match-lighter accessibility prior to incident in rdation to LOC*

Match-lighter availahility before incident and four months post incident in

relation to LOC*

TableE3
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‘Qatidtics Relating to Fire Incident S =
Address of incident 1 1
Day of the week the incident occurred in relation to LOC* 1 1
Month of the Year 1 -
Extent of damage (Minor, Moderate, Extreme) 3 3
Frd itemignited in relaion to LOC* 1 2
Materid ignited 1 -
How ignition item was obtained in relation to LOC* 1 1
Ignition source 1 7
Ignition source (Match, Lighter, Other) 1 -
Ignition source (Matches, Cigarette lighters, Grill lighters, Other-describe) 1 -
Ignition source and totad number of each 1 -
Ignition sourcein relation to LOC* 1 -
Heat source 1 -
Most frequent ignition source 1 -
Incident date and time 1 7

Nate. Column F* represents the number of times a statigtic is found in al surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other gatigticsin the table that are milar. A negative sgn (-) in Column P’ denotes that
the statistic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Time of the day the incident occurred in relation to LOC*

Time of incident

Wasthere afire? (Yes or No), Was the fire reported (Y es or No), To whom was the
fire reported?, When was the fire reported?

Incident number

Most common place for firesetting

Location of fire (Own home, Occupied dwelling, School, Mercantile, Vacant building,
Shed, Outsde, Dumpster-garbage, Other)

Location of incident in relation to LOC*

Number of fires by location (Insde, Outsde, Away from juveniles home)

Number and percentage of child/juvenile* arson fires by location (Houses, Businesses,
Vehicles, Schools, Apartments, Other) (* Child is defined as youths under age 10 and
Juvenile is defined as between ages 10-16)

Number of juvenile firesetting incidentsin the school by age(* Child/adol escent)
(*Child is defined as juveniles between ages 0-9 years old and Adolescent is defined
as juvenile between ages 10-16 years old)

Room of origin (Child's bedroom, Other bedroom, Living room-family room, Garage,
Bathroom, Kitchen, Other)

Number of people displaced

Number of subsdized unitslost, Housing lost? (Yes or NO)

Response cost

Type of acceerate used, if any (Gasoline, Fireworks, Aerosol containers, Explosive

device-type, Other-type)

|

|
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Typeof fire

Type of incident (Fire, False darm, Report of fireplay)

TableE4
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Date of sesson 1 1
Dates of one and five month follow-up 1 1
Number and type of follow-up (Mall or phone) 1 1
Date of first contact 3 3
Date completed 3 3
Duration of services 3 3
Number of follow-up sessons 1 1
Number of participants till in fire education or thergpy (All cases currently open) 1 1
Intervention services (Education, Community service, Counsdling, Other) 3 3
Assessment determination 1 4

Interview outcome (curiosity motivated, delinquency rdated, crigs, pathologicd, other) 3 -
Number motivated by curiosty and crisis 1 1
Comparison of the number of crisis-motivated fire play to curiosty-motivated fireplay 1 1
Knowledge test score 1 1

Most common age 1 8

Nate. Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in all surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other gatigticsin the table that are smilar. A negative Sgn (-) in Column P’ denotes that
the statistic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Most frequently seen age

Tota number of juvenile firesetters by age group

Age breakdown by total number and percentages

Age range of juveniles

Ages of firesetters

Participants by Age (5 & Under, 6-11, 12-13, 14 to Adult)
Sex, Number of males, femaes

Number of males and females

Number of femae and males

Number of males and femades atending the program

Number and percentage of maes and fema es attending program
Gender breakdown by total number and percentage
Participants by Sex

Firesetters by age range (0-7, 8-13,14-18), and sex (Mde or female)
Number of boys and girlsin rdation to LOC*

Number of studentsin program

Total number of children by month and year

Number of children completing program

Number completing program

Number of attendees to the Y outh Firesetter Prevention class
Number of children seen by program in relation to LOC*
Number of juveniles given education

Number given educationd intervention
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Completed intakes

Race-ethnic breakdown by tota number and percentage
Tota number of juvenile firesetters by race

Number of times the sudent is scheduled for program
Number of parents and siblings who attended class
Participation by Family Status

Number of children unseen by program (Refused/declined, No show, Unable to
contact)

Number of Participants- Ten Year Trend

Number of hoursinvolved in each case

Number of hours assessed

Number of hours educated

Hours spent on JFS Program

Number of juvenilesinterviewed-assessed

Number screened

Program ste

Success rate after at least one year after completing program
Percentage of successful follow-up contacts

Find gatus of child

Program evauation

Conclusons

Comments

Comments/'summarization

Table E5
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‘Sdtidics Relating to Referral or Other Agencies E E°
Number of referrds 1 35
Number of children referred to the program 1 -
Tota number of firesetters referred to program 1 -
Tota number of referras 1 -
Number counsdled by mentd hedth professona 1 -
Number of referrals from County Corrections for each city 1 -
Number of children referred to mental heslth 1 -
Number of juvenilesreferred and to which agencies 1 -
Number of participants sent back to referring agency 1 -
Percentage and number of firesettersin outpatient therapy 1 -
Fire Department making referral and number referred 1 -
Agency referral source and number of referras from each 1 -
Agenciesinvolved 3 -
Referra source 3 -

Nate. Column F* represents the number of times astatistic is found in al surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other gatigticsin the table that are milar. A negative sgn (-) in Column P’ denotes that
the statistic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Source of referrals

Where referrals came from

Referrd sources (Investigation, Call ins, Other)

Referrals made to another agency

Y outh referred for counseling

Referred to mental hedth professond

If psychiatric help was sought and received

Affiliation with socid services prior to referrd in relation to LOC*

Cases referred by (Department of Juvenile Services, Y outh Division, Department of

Fire & Rescue, Other sources)

Referral agency (Arson Squad Investigation, Court, Self, Child Protection Services,
Arson Squad and Court, Doctor, Crimes Againgt Children Unit, Seven Counties,
Mother, Hospital, School, Children and Y outh, Fire Department)

New participantsin Psychothergpeutic Resources, Inc. therapy (Individud, Family,

Individud and family, Group)

Participants referred to other agency (Individua, Family, Individua and family, Group,

Family and group)

Was the child/family referred to other programg/intervention or dreedy in programin
relation to LOC*

Other agencies (DSS, DMH, DY'S, Other)

Casesreferred to program — voluntary-mandatory

Table E6

|
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Statidtics Rl ating to Fire Department Information E E°
Fire department name, Phone number and Fax number, Fire department address, City, 1

County, State, Zip code, Fire department contact person and Title

NFIRS ID# 1

Number of Fire Bureau Responses/reports 1

Report completed by (Name, Station, Shift) 1
Wasinvestigator notified? (Y es or No and Who) 1

Nate Column F* represents the number of times a statitic is found in al surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other statisticsin the teble that are Similar. A negative sign (-) in Column F° denotes that

the statigtic is represented € sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.

Table E7
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i IniLries Destl 15 Ea Eb

Number of injuries 4 12
Injuries to whom? 1 -
Civiliansinjured from fires involving children playing with fire 1 -
Firefighter injured from fires involving children playing with fire 1 -
Percentage and number of firesetters hospitdized 1 -
Percentage of injuries from child* arson firesin homes with no smoke detectors or 1 -

improperly working smoke detectors (* Child is defined as youths under age 10)

Tota number of injuries due to child fire play 1 -
Number of (Children, Juveniles, Civilian adults, Firefighters) injuries and degthsin 1 -
child* arson fires. (*Child is defined as youths under age 10)

Status of smoke detector (no detector, not working, insufficient number, unknown, 1 -

working) in child* arson fireswith number of injuries and degths. (*Child is defined as

youths under age 10)

Percentage and number of life threatening fires 1 1
Number of deaths 1 7
Degths by child fire play of totd fire desths 1 -

Note Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in all surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other gatigticsin the table that are milar. A negative sgn (-) in Column P’ denotes that

the statistic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Number of juvenile caused fire desths compared to dl other fire desths
Fatdities'Totd of fire deaths by child fire play

Total number of desths due to child fire play

Tota dollar loss

Totd dollar loss for year

Totd dollar loss compared to the totd number of incidents

Dollar loss comparing the number of juvenile arson vs. other arson

Dallar loss due to juvenile st fires

Dallar lossfor dl incidents involving juvenile firesetters

Dallar lossin reaion to the number of juvenile fireworksincidents

Dallar lossin rdaion to the number of juvenile involvement with fire that does not fall
into other classfications

Doallar lossin relation to the number of school fires

Dallar loss of reported child/adolescent* arson fires (* Child is defined as juvenile
between ages 0-9 years old and Adolescent is defined between ages 10-16 years
ggl.l)ar loss per month due to child fireplay

Dollar loss relating to the number of juvenile arson incidents

Property loss due to child/juvenile* firesetters (* Child is defined as youths under age
10 and Juvenile is defined as between as between ages 10-16)

Percentage and number of major property destruction

Percentage and number of minor property destruction
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Table E8

Miscl E ,

Miscellaneniis Statitics S =
Census tracts (Location of juvenile firesetter) in relation to LOC* 1 1
Totad number of juvenilesin relaion to quadrant of the city 1 1
Number of firesinvolving children playing with fire 1 6
Number of incidents reported 1 -
Number of juvenile fires per year 1 -
Number of reported child/adolescent* arson fires 1 -
Number of initid incidents 1 -
Percentage of juvenile rdated firesin overdl fire problem 1 -
Number of firesettersidentified 1 1
Tota number of juvenile firesetters for each incident type 1 1

Note Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in al surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other statisticsin the table that are Similar. A negative sign (-) in Column F° denotes that

the statistic is represented e sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.



Number of incidents involving more than one juvenile
Number of incidents thet fire department did not respond to
Number of juveniles charged

Number of juveniles reported

Number of juvenileswith ADD/ADHD

Percentage of change for dl categories for atwo year period
Specidig performing the intervention in relation to LOC*

Total number of juveniles with previous history of fireplay/firesetting
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Table E9

: . i v
Satistics Relating to Redidivism S =
Number of recidivists 1 4
Percentage of recidivism in relation to LOC* 1 -
Recidivism in relation to LOC* 1 -
Recidiviam rate for month and year 1 -

Nate. Column F* represents the number of times a statistic is found in all surveys. Column F° represents
the number of other statisticsin the teble that are Similar. A negative sign (-) in Column F° denotes that

the statigtic is represented € sewhere in the column. LOC* = Leve of Concern.
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